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Military  Spending:  President  and  Congress 
Poised  to  Launch  Military  Budget  to  New  Heights 


President  Clinton  and  Congress  are  poised  to  launch 
military  spending  into  an  even  higher  orbit  this  year — 
a  boost  that  will  be  fueled  by  wasteful  pork  barrel  pro¬ 
jects,  a  bloated,  obsolete  force  structure,  and  disregard 
for  cost-saving,  non-military  alternatives  to  promoting 
global  human  security. 

The  ink  is  barely  dry  on  the  $272  billion  FY99  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  authorization  bill,  yet  President  Clin¬ 
ton,  the  Pentagon,  and  members  of  Congress  have 
started  an  all  out  push  to  increase  military  spending  by 
tens  of  billions  of  dollars  over  the  next  five  years.  The 
President  is  expected  to  seek  and  receive  over  $4  bil¬ 
lion  in  emergency  supplemental  spending  for  military 
programs  in  FV'99.  The  Pentagon  is  expected  to 
request  budget  increases  of  $1 5-20  billion  for  each  of 
the  next  several  years.  This  would  be  in  addition  to 
the  $22  billion  in  new  military  spending  that  was 
already  planned  for  the  next  five  years  under  the  terms 
of  the  1998  "balanced  budget"  agreement. 

The  current  military  budget  is  already  out  of  pro¬ 
portion  to  the  military  threats  in  the  world  today. 

Since  the  end  of  the  cold  war,  the  global  community 
is  spending,  on  average,  30-40%  less  on  military  pro¬ 
grams.  However,  U.S.  military  spending  remains  at 
82%  of  its  cold  war  levels  and  consumes  nearly  45% 
of  all  discretionary  federal  funds.  The  U.S.  alone  cur¬ 
rently  spends  far  more  than  the  combined  military 
budgets  of  all  of  its  potential  adversaries  (i.e.,  Russia, 
China,  Iraq,  Iran,  Libya,  North  Korea,  Cuba).  Fur¬ 
ther,  U.S.  allies  overseas  spend  more  than  $250  billion 
for  their  own  militaries.  Adding  billions  more  per 
year  will  only  compound  this  wasteful  dispropor¬ 
tion,  and  it  will  encourage  other  countries  that  do  not 
like  the  U.S.  dominance  in  their  regional  affairs  to 
follow  suit. 


The  military  budget  is  full  of  pork  barrel  spending 
that  does  little  to  promote  military  security,  let  alone 
to  advance  overall  human  security.  The  process  of 
authorizing  and  appropriating  funds  for  FY99  military 
programs  was  no  different  than  in  years  past.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  continued  to  approve  spending  for 
weapons  production  and  military  facilities  in  their 
home  states  that  the  Pentagon  did  not  ask  for.  Taxpay¬ 
ers  will  have  to  pay  billions  of  dollars  in  years  to  come 
for  procurement,  maintainance,  staffing,  and  opera¬ 
tions  of  these  facilities. 

During  debate  on  the  FY99  military  budget.  Sen. 
McCain  (AZ)  noted  that  "pork-barrel  spending  is  at 
an  all  time  high,"  with  95%  of  the  $200  million  in 
new,  unrequested  military  construction  add-ons 
going  to  states  or  districts  of  appropriations  commit¬ 
tee  members.  Additional  C-130  cargo  planes  were 
added  to  the  FY99  military  budget  at  a  cost  of  $422 
million,  even  though  the  Pentagon  dicin't  ask  for 
them.  The  planes  are  made  in  Marietta,  Georgia, 
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hometown  of  House  Speaker  Gingrich.  A  new  $1.3 
billion  helicopter  carrier  will  be  built  in  Sen.  Lott's 
home  town  in  Mississippi,  in  place  of  a  less  expen¬ 
sive  project  to  refurbish  an  older  ship.  The  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  other  military  experts  have  recom¬ 
mended  additional  rounds  of  base  closings,  but  Con¬ 
gress  has  refused  to  act.  The  list  goes  on. 

The  "readiness"  concerns  cited  by  military  spending 
proponents  are  based  on  obsolete  military  strategies 
and  bloated  force  "requirements."  The  Pentagon  says 
it  needs  enough  weapons  and  soldiers  to  simultane¬ 
ously  fight  and  win  two  full  scale  wars  against  major 
adversaries  in  different  parts  of  the  world.  Yet,  this 
strategy  hardly  reflects  the  kinds  of  violent  conflicts 
that  the  world  is  experiencing  today  or  that  it  is  likely 
to  see  in  the  future.  Lt.  Gen.  Patrick  Hughes,  Director 
of  the  Defense  Intelligence  Agency,  stated  last  year  that 
the  U.S.  is  "unlikely  to  face  a  global  military  challenger 
on  the  scale  of  the  former  Soviet  Union  for  at  least  the 
next  two  decades." 

The  conflicts  in  Bosnia,  Kosovo,  Rwanda,  Iraq,  Soma¬ 
lia,  and  South  Asia,  and  the  violence  waged  by  sub¬ 
national  political  groups  require  different  kinds  of 
responses  from  the  U.S.  and  the  international  commu¬ 
nity.  Armored  divisions,  strategic  nuclear  weapons. 


No  better  exampile  of  Congress  opierating  at  its  fiscal  zuorst 
exists  than  the  inclusion  in  the  budget  ofznore  C-1 30}  air¬ 
craft.  The  Air  Force  has  repieatedly  emjjhasized  its  huge  sur¬ 
plus  ofC-130s,  yet  is  forced  to  buy  more  completely  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  requirements  and  funding  priorities.  The  annual  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  defense  budget  ofC-130ls — and  zue  are  bui/ing 
enough  of  them  to  house  the  homeless  in  brand-nezv  fuse¬ 
lages — is  fiscally  irresponsible  in  the  extreme.  To  see  four 
nezv  aircraft  added  to  the  bill  zvhen  the  accompianying  repiort 
is  highly  critical  of  the  C-130f  due  to  cost  overruns  and 
developmental  problems  sets  a  nezv  standard  for  absurdity." 

— Sen.  John  McCain,  June  1998 


and  a  dozen  aircraft  carrier  battle  groups  can  do  little 
to  deter  or  prevent  these  kinds  of  violent  conflicts  and 
are  poorly  suited  to  resolving  them  in  a  just  and  endur¬ 
ing  way. 

More  military  spending  now  will  only  drive  federal 
budget  priorities  further  out  of  balance.  A  recent 
study  by  Steven  Schwartz  of  the  Brookings  Institute 
estimates  the  total  costs  of  U.S.  nuclear  weapons  pro¬ 
grams  at  $5.5  trillion  dollars  since  1940  (in  constant 
1996  dollars).  When  one  adds  to  this  the  $13.2  trillion 
spent  on  other  military  programs  during  this  period, 

(continued  on  prnge  3) 


Figure  1:  U.S.  Government  Expenditures,  1940-1996 

Military  expenditures 

Social  security 

Income  security 

Interest  on  national  debt 

Health,  including  Medicare 

Transportation,  commerce,  housing  credit, 
community  and  regional  development 

Veterans  benefits  and  services 
Agriculture,  natural  resources,  environment 
Education,  training,  employment,  soc.  svcs. 

International  affairs 

General  science,  space,  technology,  energy 
General  government 
Administration  of  justice 


6  8  10  12  14  16  18  20 

Trillions  of  1996  dollars 


0 


source:  1  he  Midden  v^osts  or 
Our  Nuclear  Arsenal,"  a  Brookings 
Press  Briefing,  The  Brookings  Institution, 
Washington,  DC,  June  30, 1998. 
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U.S.  military  expenditures  over  the  past  five  decades 
($18.7  trillion)  amount  to  approximately  one-third  of 
all  federal  dollars  spent  ($51.6  trillion).  During  that 


Even/  gun  that  is  made,  evenj  warship  launched,  evenj  rocket 
fired  signifies,  in  the  final  sense,  a  theft  from  those  who  hunger 
and  are  not  fed,  those  who  are  cold  and  are  not  clothed. 

— Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  1953 


same  time,  social  security  received  $7.9  trillion,  health 
programs  (including  Medicare)  received  $4.0  trillion, 
and  education,  training,  employment,  and  social  ser¬ 
vices  expenditures  totaled  $1.6  trillion  (See  Figure  1). 

In  addition  to  increasing  the  federal  operating  deficit,  a 
decision  to  increase  military  spending  now  will  place 
even  more  pressure  on  non-military  programs  that 
help  to  advance  vital  humanitarian,  social,  economic, 
and  environmental  programs  that  reflect  values  which 
are  broadly  shared  by  the  public.  Under  the  Balanced 
Budget  Act  of  1998,  funding  for  these  programs  is 
already  scheduled  to  be  cut  below  previous  levels. 

The  end  of  the  cold  war  has  provided  an  historic 
opportunity  for  the  U.S.  and  the  world  to  choose  a 
new  path  to  global  peace  and  security.  As  the  world's 
only  remaining  military  superpower,  the  U.S.  is  in  a 
position  to  provide  leadership  for  a  global  security  sys¬ 
tem  that  is  based  on  international  cooperation  and  the 
rule  of  law,  rather  than  the  unilateral  use  of  coercive 
U.S.  military  force.  This  calls  for  an  expanded  and 
accelerated  arms  control  and  disarmament  agenda. 


Make  Your  Voice  Heard 

President  William  J.  Clinton 
The  White  House,  Washington,  D.C.  20500 
White  House  comment  desk:  202-456-1111 
Fax:  202-456-2461 

E-mail:  president@whitehouse.gov 

Senator  _ 

U.S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.C.  20510 

Representative 

U.S.  House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.C. 
20515 

Capitol  Switchboard:  202-224-3121 
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Can 

The  President  and  the  Whit 
Office  of  Management  and  the  Budget  ' 
will  be  preparing  the  President's  budget  request 
during  November  and  December.  Please  write  to 
President  Clinton  and  ask  him  to  reconsider  his 
military  spending  priority.  Ask  him  how  he  can 
justify  increasing  military  spending  when  the 
military  is  already  too  big  for  its  mission  and 
replete  with  wasteful  projects  that  the  Pentagon 
did  not  even  ask  for. 

Congress  also  needs  to  hear  this  message.  Ask 
your  new  legislators  if  they  will  apply  the  same 
tough  scrutiny  and  budget-cutting  fervor  to  the 
military  budget  that  Congress  has  applied  so 
harshly  in  recent  years  to  programs  that  serve  the 
poorest  and  most  disadvantaged  people  in  our 
society.  Will  they  vote  to  invest  more  in  civil  alter¬ 
natives  to  military  approaches  to  global  security? 
Will  they  defend  funding  for  human  needs  and 
environmental  programs? 

Finally,  please  help  to  raise  the  visibility  of  this 
issue  in  your  community  by  writing  a  letter  to  the 
editor  of  your  local  paper. 


Help 

?  House 


iiiiiiiiiiiii 


Further,  Congress  and  the  President  should  pay  the 
full  U.S.  obligation  to  the  UN  and  restore  a  positive 
U.S.  leading  role  in  that  institution.  The  President 
should  endorse  the  creation  of  the  International 
Criminal  Court  and  should  demonstrate  full  respect 
for  the  rule  of  international  law  in  the  conduct  of  U.S. 
foreign  policy.  Finally,  Congress  should  reverse 
recent  declines  in  funding  for  international  develop¬ 
ment  assistance  and  ratify  outstanding  human  rights 
treaties  such  as  the  Convention  for  the  Elimination  of 
Discrimination  Against  Women.  These  steps  are  key 
to  addressing  the  root  causes  of  violent  conflict  in  the 
world  today  such  as  poverty,  political  and  social 
oppression,  and  (increasingly)  environmental  degra¬ 
dation  and  depletion. 

The  historic  opportunity  is  here  today,  but  will  not  last 
forever.  These  policies  would  greatly  enhance  human 
security  globally  at  far  less  cost  to  the  U.S.  taxpayer 
than  all  the  proposed  military  expenditures.  Polls  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  public  would  support  such  initiatives. 

Will  Congress  and  the  President  seize  the  day?  ■ 

For  more  information,  contact  FCNL.  Ask  for  documents 
L-8W9-MIL  and  G-SllS-BUD. 
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hometown  of  House  Speaker  Gingrich.  A  new  $1.3 
billion  helicopter  carrier  will  be  built  in  Sen.  Lott's 
home  town  in  Mississippi,  in  place  of  a  less  expen¬ 
sive  project  to  refurbish  an  older  ship.  The  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  other  military  experts  have  recom¬ 
mended  additional  rcumds  of  base  closings,  but  Con¬ 
gress  has  refused  to  act.  The  list  goes  on. 

The  "readiness"  concerns  cited  by  military  spending 
proponents  are  based  on  obsolete  military  strategies 
and  bloated  force  "requirements."  The  Pentagon  says 
it  needs  enough  weapons  and  soldiers  to  simultane¬ 
ously  fight  and  win  two  full  scale  wars  against  major 
adv^ersaries  in  different  parts  of  the  world.  Yet,  this 
strategy  hardlv  reflects  the  kinds  of  violent  conflicts 
that  the  world  is  experiencing  today  or  that  it  is  likely 
to  see  in  the  future.  Lt.  Gen.  Patrick  Hughes,  Director 
of  the  Defense  Intelligence  Agency,  stated  last  year  that 
the  U.S.  is  "unlikely  to  face  a  global  military  challenger 
on  the  scale  of  the  former  So\let  Union  for  at  least  the 
next  two  decades." 

The  conflicts  in  Bosnia,  Kosovxi,  Rwanda,  Iraq,  Soma¬ 
lia,  and  South  Asia,  and  the  violence  waged  by  sub¬ 
national  political  groups  require  different  kinds  of 
responses  from  the  U.S.  and  the  international  commu¬ 
nity.  Armored  divisions,  strategic  nuclear  weapons. 


No  better  example  of  Congress  operating  at  its  fiscal  worst 
exists  than  the  inclusion  in  the  budget  of  more  C-130}  air¬ 
craft.  The  Air  Force  has  rcpcatcdh/  emphasized  its  huge  sur¬ 
plus  ofC-13()s,  yet  is  forced  to  buy  more  completeli/  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  requirements  aitd  funding  priorities.  The  annual  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  defe)isc  budget  ofC-13()]s — and  we  are  buying 
eiioiigh  of  them  to  house  the  homeless  in  brand-new  fuse¬ 
lages — is  fiscally  irresponsible  in  the  extreme.  To  see  four 
new  aircraft  added  to  the  bill  when  the  accompanying  report 
is  highly  critical  of  the  C-13()}  due  to  cost  overruns  a)id 
developmental  problems  sets  a  new  standard  for  absurdity.” 

— Sen.  John  McCain,  June  1998 


and  a  dozen  aircraft  carrier  battle  groups  can  do  little 
to  cieter  or  prevent  these  kinds  of  violent  conflicts  and 
are  poorly  suited  to  resolving  them  in  a  just  and  endur¬ 
ing  way. 

More  military  spending  now  will  only  drive  federal 
budget  priorities  further  out  of  balance.  A  recent 
study  by  Steven  Schwartz  of  the  Brookings  Institute 
estimates  the  total  costs  of  U.S.  nuclear  weapons  pro¬ 
grams  at  $5.5  trillion  dollars  since  1940  (in  constant 
1996  dollars).  When  one  adds  to  this  the  $13.2  trillion 
spent  on  other  military  programs  during  this  period, 

(continued  on  page  3) 


Figure  1:  U.S.  Government  Expenditures,  1940-1996 
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U.S.  military  expenditures  over  the  past  five  decades 
($18.7  trillion)  amount  to  approximately  one-third  of 
all  federal  dollars  spent  ($51.6  trillioni.  During  that 

Every  gun  that  is  made,  every  warship  launched,  even/  rocket 
fired  signifies,  in  the  final  sense,  a  theft  from  those  who  hiniger 
and  are  not  fed,  those  who  are  cold  and  are  not  clothed. 

— Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  1933 

same  time,  social  security  received  $7.9  trillion,  health 
programs  (including  Medicare)  received  $4.0  trillion, 
and  education,  training,  emplovment,  and  social  ser¬ 
vices  expenditures  totaled  $1.6  trillion  (See  Figure  1). 

In  addition  to  increasing  the  federal  operating  deficit,  a 
decision  to  increase  militarv  spending  now  will  place 
even  more  pressure  on  non-militarv  programs  that 
help  to  advance  vital  humanitarian,  social,  economic, 
and  environmental  programs  that  reflect  v'alues  which 
are  broadly  shared  by  the  public.  Under  the  Balanced 
Budget  Act  of  1998,  funding  for  these  programs  is 
already  scheduled  to  be  cut  below  previous  levels. 

The  end  of  the  cold  war  has  provided  an  historic 
opportunity  for  the  U.S.  and  the  world  to  choose  a 
new  path  to  global  peace  and  security.  As  the  world's 
only  remaining  military  superpower,  the  U.S.  is  in  a 
position  to  provide  leadership  for  a  global  securitv  sys¬ 
tem  that  is  based  on  international  cooperation  and  the 
rule  of  law,  rather  than  the  unilateral  use  of  coerciv'e 
U.S.  militarv  force.  This  calls  for  an  expanded  and 
accelerated  arms  control  and  disarmament  agenda. 


Make  Your  Voice  Heard 

President  William  ].  Clinton 
The  White  House,  Washington,  D.C.  20300 
White  House  comment  desk;  202-456-1111 
Fax:  202-456-2461 

E-mail:  president@whitehouse.gov 

Senator  _ 

U.S.  Senate,  Washington,  D.C.  20510 

Representative _ 

U.S.  House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.C. 
20515 

Capifol  Switchboard:  202-224-3121 

i 


I 

_ _ t _ 

You  Can  Help  '"Z 

r  . . 

The  President  and  the  White  House  muniiL 

Office  of  Management  and  the  Budget 
will  be  preparing  the  President's  budget  request 
during  November  and  December.  Please  write  to 
President  Clinton  and  ask  him  to  reconsider  his 
military  spending  priority.  Ask  him  how  he  can 
justify  increasing  military  spending  when  the 
military  is  already  too  big  for  its  mission  and 
replete  with  wasteful  projects  that  the  Pentagon 
did  not  even  ask  for. 

Congress  also  needs  to  hear  this  message.  Ask 
your  new  legislators  if  they  will  apply  the  same 
tough  scrutiny  and  budget-cutting  fervor  to  the 
military  budget  that  Congress  has  applied  so 
harshly  in  recent  years  to  programs  that  serve  the 
poorest  and  most  disadvantaged  people  in  our 
society.  Will  they  vote  to  invest  more  in  civil  alter¬ 
natives  to  military  approaches  to  global  security? 
Will  they  defend  funding  for  human  needs  and 
environmental  programs? 

Finally,  please  help  to  raise  the  visibility  of  this 
issue  in  your  community  by  writing  a  letter  to  the 
editor  of  your  local  paper. 


Further,  Congress  and  the  President  should  pay  the 
full  U.S.  obligation  to  the  UN  and  restore  a  positive 
U.S.  leading  role  in  that  institution.  The  President 
should  endorse  the  creation  of  the  International 
Criminal  Court  and  should  demonstrate  full  respect 
for  the  rule  of  international  law  in  the  conduct  of  U.S. 
foreign  poliev.  Finallv,  Congress  should  rev’erse 
recent  declines  in  funding  for  international  develop¬ 
ment  assistance  and  ratify  outstanding  human  rights 
treaties  such  as  the  Convention  for  fhe  Elimination  of 
Discrimination  Against  Women.  These  steps  are  key 
to  addressing  the  root  causes  of  violenf  conflicf  in  the 
world  today  such  as  poverty,  political  and  social 
oppression,  and  (increasingly)  environmental  degra¬ 
dation  and  depletion. 

The  historic  opportunity  is  here  today,  but  will  not  last 
forev'er.  These  policies  would  greatly  enhance  human 
securitv  globally  at  far  less  cost  to  the  U.S.  taxpayer 
than  all  the  proposed  militarv  expenditures.  Polls  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  public  would  support  such  initiatives. 

Will  Congress  and  the  President  seize  the  day?  ■ 

For  more  information,  contact  FCNL.  Ask  for  documents 
L-S109-MIL  and  G-SIIS-BLID. 
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The  Census  2000  Challenge: 


Every  ten  years,  the  federal  government  counts  the 
people  in  the  United  States.  This  count  (referred  to  as 
a  "decennial  census"  because  it  takes  place  every  ten 
years)  is  required  by  the  U.S.  Constitution.  However, 
while  the  Constitution  mandates  taking  a  census,  it 
does  not  specify  how  this  should  be  done. 

Over  the  course  of  U.S.  history,  responsibility  for  cen¬ 
sus-taking  has  rested  with  different  offices.  Moreover, 
Congress  has,  at  times,  passed  laws  which  have  pro¬ 
vided  specific  directions  regarding  census  procedures. 
In  1957,  Congress  passed  the  Census  Act  (title  13,  U.S. 
Code)  which  granted  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  con¬ 
siderable  discretion  in  how  to  take  the  census.  As  an 
act  of  Congress,  the  Census  Act  can  —  and  has  been  — 
amended  by  Congress.  Amendments  can,  among 
other  things,  restrict  methods  available  to  the  Census 
Bureau  or  promote  the  use  of  more  effective  and  effi¬ 
cient  methods. 

In  a  country  with  the  population  and  size  of  the  U.S., 
the  decennial  census  is  a  massive  effort.  It  requires  a 


Census  Quiz 

1.  Which  is  larger  in  the  U.S.:  the  number  of  chil¬ 
dren  under  age  5  or  the  number  of  seniors  aged 
75  and  over? 

2.  Which  state  has  the  greatest  population  densi¬ 
ty:  California?  New  Jersey?  Rhode  Island? 

Answers 

1.  In  1990,  there  were  18,757,000  children  under  5 
years  and  13,034,000  seniors  aged  75  and  older 
(approximately  1.4  young  children  for  every 
senior).  By  1996,  the  number  of  seniors  had 
increased  by  16.5%  while  the  number  of  young 
children  had  increased  by  only  2.8%.  This  has 
narrowed  the  gap  between  numbers  of  young 
children  and  seniors. 

2.  NJ  had  1076.7  persons  per  square  mile  of  land. 
RI  ran  a  close  second  with  947.6.  CA,  with  the 
largest  population,  has  a  much  lower  popula¬ 
tion  density,  204.4  persons /square  mile. 

Source:  Statistical  Abstract  of  the  United  States  1997, 
published  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census.  Information 
for  each  of  the  above  questions  is  found  in  Tables  14 
and  27,  respectively. 


full  decade  of  planning  and  preparation.  The  next 
census  will  take  place  in  the  year  2000.  The  Census 
Bureau  is  currently  in  the  final  planning  stages  for 
this  census. 

Why  is  the  census  important?  Obtaining  a  full  and 
accurate  count  of  all  the  people  in  the  U.S.  is  crucial  to 
achieving  the  economic  justice  goals  which  FCNL  and 
many  other  people  seek.  The  census  counts  are  used 
as  a  basis  for  decisions  affecting  vital  human  services 
in  communities  across  the  nation.  These  decisions 
include  the  placement  of  programs  and  services  and 
the  distribution  of  billions  of  federal,  state,  and  local 
dollars  that  fund  these  programs  and  services.  With¬ 
out  an  accurate  count,  appropriate  decisions  cannot  be 
made  and  funds  cannot  be  distributed  fairly. 

Are  census  data  used  for  other  purposes?  Yes!  Cen¬ 
sus  data  are  used  to  determine  how  many  seats  each 
state  should  have  in  Congress  (apportionment)  and  to 
draw  the  legislative  districts  (congressional,  state,  and 
local)  within  each  state.  These  uses  make  the  collection 
of  census  data  a  very  hot  political  issue. 

Have  there  been  problems  with  previous  census 
counts?  Yes!  For  decades,  the  census  has  dispropor¬ 
tionately  undercounted  people  of  color,  poor  persons, 
and  children.  This  was  a  particular  problem  in  1990 
when,  according  to  the  Census  Bureau,  the  census 
missed  8.4  million  people,  nearly  3.5%  of  the  total 
population. 

The  1990  census  missed  4.4%  of  African-Americans, 
5.0%  of  Latinos  and  persons  of  Hispanic  origin,  and 
12.2%  of  Native  Americans  living  on  reservations  —  in 
contrast  to  only  0.7%  of  non-Hispanic  whites.  Many  of 
the  people  who  were  missed  live  in  communities 
which  already  have  inadequate  infrastructures  and  fis¬ 
cal  resources.  These  communities  with  disproportion¬ 
ate  undercounts  end  up  receiving  less  funding  than 
they  should  on  the  basis  of  actual  population.  This 
broadens  the  gulf  between  poor  and  wealthy  commu¬ 
nities  in  the  U.S. 

How  can  accuracy  of  the  census  be  improved?  Pro¬ 
fessionals  and  scientists  have  recommended  intensify¬ 
ing  the  traditional  mail  and  door-to-door  methods  and 
supplementing  (not  replacing)  these  with  statistical 
sampling.  These  recommendations  emerged  from  a 
careful  study  of  the  census  which  Congress,  in  1991, 
ordered. 
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A  Full  and  Accurate  Count 


Haven't  the  courts  declared  statistical  sampling  to  be 
unconstitutional?  No.  At  the  direction  of  House 
Speaker  Gingrich,  a  suit  was  filed  which  challenged 
both  the  constitutionality  and  the  legality  of  using  sta¬ 
tistical  sampling  in  the  census.  The  plaintiffs  (those 
who  oppose  the  use  of  sampling)  did  not  challenge  the 
accuracy  of  sampling. 

The  suit  was  heard  by  the  federal  district  court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia.  This  court  did  not  rule  on  the 
constitutionality  of  the  use  of  sampling  methods.  The 
district  court  dici,  however,  conclude  that  the  use  of 
sampling  for  apportionment  (but  not  other  purposes) 
would  be  illegal  under  current  census  law.  The  deci¬ 
sion  hinged  on  the  interpretation  of  a  sentence  contain¬ 
ing  the  word  "shall"  in  an  amendment  to  the  1957 
Census  Act.  The  decision  is  being  appealed  to  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court. 

More  recently,  a  similar  case  was  heard  by  another  fed¬ 
eral  district  court,  this  one  in  Virginia.  Like  the  first  dis¬ 
trict  court,  the  second  court  declined  to  rule  on  constitu¬ 
tionality  but  found  simply  that  sampling  data  could  not 
be  used  for  apportionment  under  the  current  census 
law,  law  which  is  within  Congress'  power  to  change. 

Why  is  funding  for  the  Census  Bureau  an  issue? 

The  decade  of  work  involved  in  preparing  for  and  con¬ 
ducting  a  census  is  costly.  For  Census  2000,  the  Census 
Bureau  estimates  the  total  ten-year  cost  to  be  about  $4 
billion.  Most  of  those  funds  are  needed  in  the  two 
years  leading  up  to  the  census  and  during  the  actual 
census  year. 

Preparations  during  the  final  two  years  are  crucial  as 
this  is  when  the  Bureau  goes  through  a  "dress 
rehearsal"  to  identify  and  eliminate  problems  which 
could  interfere  with  data  collection  during  the  actual 
census.  Activities  scheduled  for  1999  include  complet¬ 
ing  and  evaluating  the  dress  rehearsal  (held  in  1998), 
completing  the  compilation  of  address  lists  which  are 
needed  for  mailing  census  questionnaires,  awarding 
contracts  for  printing  census  questionnaires,  and  set¬ 
ting  up  and  staffing  approximately  500  local  census 
offices  around  the  nation. 

Members  of  Congress  who  oppose  the  use  of  statistical 
sampling  methods  are  attempting  to  use  the  appropria¬ 
tions  process  to  block  sampling.  They  have  proposed 
funding  the  Census  Bureau  for  only  the  first  half  of 
FY99  in  the  current  appropriations  bill.  A  second 
appropriations  measure  would  have  to  be  passed  next 


March  for  the  Bureau  to  continue  its  work  for  the  year. 
However,  the  Bureau  will  not  have  any  assurance 
about  the  size  of  a  second  funding  bill.  Opponents  of 
sampling  hope  that  the  funding  uncertainty  will  force 
the  Bureau  to  drop  sampling  from  its  preparations  and, 
instead,  focus  its  funds  on  preparing  for  the  non-sam¬ 
pling  census  procedures. 

This  strategy  is  irresponsible.  If  the  Bureau  cannot  rea¬ 
sonably  expect  funding  for  all  of  FY99,  it  may  have  to 
begin  laying  off  thousands  of  workers,  immediately. 
That  would  have  two  serious  consequences.  First,  it 
would  make  it  impossible  to  use  statistical  sampling, 
even  if  the  Supreme  Court  were  to  rule  favorably.  Sec¬ 
ond,  restricted  funding  and  layoffs  could  severely  com¬ 
promise  even  a  census  which  used  only  non-sampling 
methods.  The  undercount  in  Census  2000  could 
exceed  that  of  the  1990  census. 

Why  do  some  members  of  Congress  oppose  the  use 
of  statistical  sampling?  The  use  of  more  accurate  cen¬ 
sus  data  could  shift  the  apportionment  of  seats  in  Con¬ 
gress  and  alter  the  voter  composition  of  legislative  dis¬ 
tricts.  Some  legislators  fear  that  this  redistricting  could 
cost  them  their  seats  in  Congress.  They  resist  efforts  to 
improve  census-taking  methods,  despite  the  fact  that, 
without  such  improvements,  there  will  be  an  unfair 
distribution  of  programs  and  funds  and  the  economic 
disparities  in  the  U.S.  will  increase.  ■ 


You  Can  Help 


Please  contact  your  representative  jjIHIIIIII 
and  President  Clinton. 

•  Express  your  support  for  a  full  and  accurate 
census  count.  Sampling  should  be  utilized  to 
the  full  extent  permitted  by  the  Supreme  Court. 

•  Urge  full  FY99  funding  for  the  Census  Bureau. 
Full  funding  is  necessary  even  for  a  non-sam¬ 
pling  census. 

FCNL  would  appreciate  receiving  copies  of  your 
letters.  This  will  enable  us  to  assess  the  amount  of 
mail  which  your  representative  and  the  White 
House  is  receiving  on  this  issue.  If  you  receive  a 
response  from  your  representative  or  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  please  send  FCNL  a  copy. 
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The  Census  2000  Challenge: 


Every  ten  years,  the  federal  government  counts  the 
people  in  the  United  States.  This  count  (referred  fo  as 
a  "decennial  census"  because  if  takes  place  every  ten 
years)  is  required  by  the  U.S.  Constitution.  However, 
while  the  Constitution  mandates  tnkiiig  a  census,  it 
does  not  specify  hozv  this  should  be  done. 

Over  the  course  of  U.S.  history,  responsibility  for  cen¬ 
sus-taking  has  rested  with  different  offices.  Moreover, 
Congress  has,  at  times,  passed  laws  which  have  pro¬ 
vided  specific  directions  regarding  census  procedures. 
In  1957,  Congress  passed  the  Census  Act  (title  13,  U.S. 
Code)  which  granted  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  con¬ 
siderable  discretion  in  how  to  take  the  census.  As  an 
act  of  Congress,  the  Census  Act  can  —  and  has  been  — 
amended  by  Congress.  Amendments  can,  among 
other  things,  restrict  methods  available  to  the  Census 
Bureau  or  promote  the  use  of  more  effective  and  effi¬ 
cient  methods. 

In  a  country  with  the  population  and  size  of  the  U.S., 
the  decennial  census  is  a  massiv^e  effort.  It  requires  a 


Census  Quiz 

1.  Which  is  larger  in  the  U.S.:  the  number  of  chil¬ 
dren  under  age  5  or  the  number  of  seniors  aged 
75  and  over? 

2.  Which  state  has  the  greatest  population  densi¬ 
ty:  California?  New  Jersey?  Rhode  Island? 

Answers 

1.  In  1990,  there  were  18,757,000  children  under  5 
years  and  13,034,000  seniors  aged  75  and  older 
(approximately  1.4  young  children  for  every 
senior).  By  1996,  the  number  of  seniors  had 
increased  by  16.5%  while  the  number  of  young 
children  had  increased  by  only  2.8%.  This  has 
narrowed  the  gap  between  numbers  of  young 
children  and  seniors. 

2.  NJ  had  1076.7  persons  per  square  mile  of  land. 
R1  ran  a  close  second  with  947.6.  CA,  with  the 
largest  population,  has  a  much  lower  popula¬ 
tion  density,  204.4  persons/ square  mile. 

Source:  Statistical  Abstract  of  the  United  States  1997, 
published  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census.  Information 
for  each  of  the  above  questions  is  found  in  Tables  14 
and  27,  respectively. 


full  decade  of  planning  and  preparation.  The  next 
census  will  take  place  in  the  year  2000.  The  Census 
Bureau  is  currently  in  the  final  planning  stages  for 
this  census. 

Why  is  the  census  important?  Obtaining  a  full  and 
accurate  count  of  all  the  people  in  the  U.S.  is  cmcial  to 
achieving  the  economic  justice  goals  which  FCNL  and 
many  other  people  seek.  The  census  counts  are  used 
as  a  basis  for  decisions  affecting  vital  human  services 
in  communities  across  the  nation.  These  decisions 
include  the  placement  of  programs  and  services  and 
the  distribution  of  billions  of  federal,  state,  and  local 
dollars  that  fund  these  programs  ancd  services.  With¬ 
out  an  accurate  count,  appropriate  decisions  cannot  be 
made  and  funds  cannot  be  distributed  fairly. 

Are  census  data  used  for  other  purposes?  Yes!  Cen¬ 
sus  data  are  used  to  determine  how  many  seats  each 
state  should  have  in  Congress  (apportionment)  and  to 
draw  the  legislative  districts  (congressional,  state,  and 
local)  within  each  state.  These  uses  make  the  collection 
of  census  data  a  very  hot  political  issue. 

Have  there  been  problems  with  previous  census 
counts?  Yes!  For  decades,  the  census  has  dispropor¬ 
tionately  undercounted  people  of  color,  poor  persons, 
and  children.  This  was  a  particular  problem  in  1990 
when,  according  to  the  Census  Bureau,  the  census 
missed  8.4  million  people,  nearly  3.5%  of  the  total 
population. 

The  1990  census  missed  4.4%  of  African-Americans, 
5.0%  of  Latinos  and  persons  of  Hispanic  origin,  and 
12.2%  of  Native  Americans  living  on  reservations  —  in 
contrast  to  only  0.7%  of  non-Hispanic  whites.  Many  of 
the  people  who  were  missed  live  in  communities 
which  already  have  inadequate  infrastmctures  and  fis¬ 
cal  resources.  These  communities  with  disproportion¬ 
ate  undercounts  end  up  receiving  less  funding  than 
they  should  on  the  basis  of  actual  population.  This 
broadens  the  gulf  between  poor  and  wealthy  commu¬ 
nities  in  the  U.S. 

How  can  accuracy  of  the  census  be  improved?  Pro¬ 
fessionals  and  scientists  have  recommended  intensify¬ 
ing  the  traditional  mail  and  door-to-door  methods  and 
supplementing  (not  replacing)  these  with  statistical 
sampling.  These  recommendations  emerged  from  a 
careful  study  of  the  census  which  Congress,  in  1991, 
ordered. 
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A  Full  and  Accurate  Count 


Haven't  the  courts  declared  statistical  sampling  to  be 
unconstitutional?  No.  At  the  direction  of  House 
Speaker  Gingrich,  a  suit  was  filed  which  challenged 
both  the  constitutionality  and  the  legality  of  using  sta¬ 
tistical  sampling  in  the  census.  The  plaintiffs  (those 
who  oppose  the  use  of  sampling)  did  not  challenge  the 
accuracy  of  sampling. 

The  suit  was  hearci  by  the  federal  district  court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia.  This  court  did  not  rule  on  the 
constitutionality  of  the  use  of  sampling  methods.  The 
district  court  did,  however,  conclude  that  the  use  of 
sampling  for  apportionment  (but  not  other  purposes) 
w'ould  be  illegal  under  cunviit  census  law.  The  deci¬ 
sion  hinged  on  the  interpretation  of  a  sentence  contain¬ 
ing  the  word  "shall"  in  an  amendment  to  the  1957 
Census  Act.  The  decision  is  being  appealed  to  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court. 


March  for  the  Bureau  to  continue  its  work  for  the  year. 
However,  the  Bureau  will  not  hav^e  any  assurance 
about  the  size  of  a  second  funding  bill.  Opponents  of 
sampling  hope  that  the  funding  uncertainty  will  force 
the  Bureau  to  drop  sampling  from  its  preparations  and, 
instead,  focus  its  funds  on  preparing  for  the  non-sam¬ 
pling  census  procedures. 

This  strategy  is  irresponsible.  If  the  Bureau  cannot  rea¬ 
sonably  expect  funding  for  all  of  FY99,  it  may  have  to 
begin  laying  off  thousands  of  workers,  immediately. 
That  would  have  two  serious  consequences.  First,  it 
would  make  it  impossible  to  use  statistical  sampling, 
even  if  the  Supreme  Court  were  to  rule  fav'orably.  Sec¬ 
ond,  restricted  funding  and  layoffs  could  severely  com¬ 
promise  even  a  census  which  used  only  non-sampling 
methods.  The  undercount  in  Census  2000  could 
exceed  that  of  the  1990  census. 


More  recently,  a  similar  case  was  heard  by  another  fed¬ 
eral  district  court,  this  one  in  Virginia.  Like  the  first  dis¬ 
trict  court,  the  second  court  declined  to  mle  on  constitu¬ 
tionality  but  found  simply  that  sampling  data  could  not 
be  used  for  apportionment  under  the  current  census 
law,  law  which  is  within  Congress'  power  to  change. 

Why  is  funding  for  the  Census  Bureau  an  issue? 

The  decade  of  work  in\'ol\'ed  in  preparing  for  and  con¬ 
ducting  a  census  is  costly.  For  Census  2000,  the  Census 
Bureau  estimates  the  total  ten-year  cost  to  be  about  $4 
billion.  Most  of  those  funds  are  needed  in  the  two 
years  leading  up  to  the  census  and  during  the  actual 
census  year. 

Preparations  during  the  final  two  years  are  cmcial  as 
this  is  when  the  Bureau  goes  through  a  "dress 
rehearsal"  to  identify  and  eliminate  problems  which 
could  interfere  with  data  collection  during  the  actual 
census.  Activities  scheduled  for  1999  include  complet¬ 
ing  and  evaluating  the  dress  rehearsal  (held  in  1998), 
completing  the  compilation  of  address  lists  which  are 
needed  for  mailing  census  questionnaires,  awarding 
contracts  for  printing  census  questionnaires,  and  set¬ 
ting  up  and  staffing  approximately  300  local  census 
offices  around  the  nation. 

Members  of  Congress  who  oppose  the  use  of  statistical 
sampling  methods  are  attempting  to  use  the  appropria¬ 
tions  process  to  block  sampling.  They  have  proposed 
funding  the  Census  Bureau  for  only  the  first  half  of 
FY99  in  the  current  appropriations  bill.  A  second 
appropriations  measure  would  hav^e  to  be  passed  next 


Why  do  some  members  of  Congress  oppose  the  use 
of  statistical  sampling?  The  use  of  more  accurate  cen¬ 
sus  data  could  shift  the  apportionment  of  seats  in  Con¬ 
gress  and  alter  the  voter  composition  of  legislative  dis¬ 
tricts.  Some  legislators  fear  that  this  redistricting  could 
cost  them  their  seats  in  Congress.  They  resist  efforts  to 
improv^e  census-taking  methods,  despite  the  fact  that, 
without  such  improvements,  there  will  be  an  unfair 
distribution  of  programs  and  funds  and  the  economic 
disparities  in  the  U.S.  will  increase.  ■ 


You  Can  Help 


illilllllliii 


Please  contact  your  representativ^e 
and  President  Clinton. 

•  Express  your  support  for  a  full  and  accurate 
census  count.  Sampling  should  be  utilized  to 
the  full  extent  pemiitted  by  the  Supreme  Court. 

•  Urge  full  FY99  funding  for  the  Census  Bureau. 
Full  funding  is  necessary  even  for  a  non-sam¬ 
pling  census. 


FCNL  would  appreciate  receiving  copies  of  your 
letters.  This  will  enable  us  to  assess  the  amount  of 
mail  which  your  representative  and  the  White 
House  is  receiving  on  this  issue.  If  you  receive  a 
response  from  your  representative  or  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  please  send  FCNL  a  copy. 
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Japanese-Latin  American  Internees: 
Recognition  at  Long  Last 


The  fate  of  Japanese- Americans  living  in  the  U.S. 
during  World  War  11  is  well-known.  The  bombing  of 
Pearl  Harbor  and  the  U.S.  declaration  of  war  with 
Japan  prompted  U.S.  government-sponsored  repres¬ 
sion  directed  against  Japanese- Americans,  primarily 
those  living  on  the  West  Coast.  120,000  individuals, 
both  citizens  and  legal  residents,  lost  jobs,  homes, 
businesses,  and  freedom  as  they  were  forcibly  relo¬ 
cated  to  barbed  wire-enclosed  internment  camps  for 
the  duration  of  the  war. 

Much  less  well-known  is  the  fate  of  persons  of  Japan¬ 
ese  ancestry  living  in  Latin  America  during  this  same 
time.  Under  orders  from  President  Roosev^elt,  2,264 
persons  of  Japanese  ancestry  living  in  13  Latin  Amer¬ 
ican  countries  were  forcibly  removed  from  their 
homes  and  countries  and  transported  to  internment 
camps  in  the  U.S. 

This  action  against  persons  of  Japanese  ancestry  in 
Latin- America  was  taken,  in  part,  for  the  same  reasons 
that  persons  of  Japanese  ancestry  in  the  U.S.  were 
interned:  race  prejudice,  war  hysteria,  and  unfounded 
(and  totally  unsubstantiated)  reports  which  purported 
to  link  persons  of  Japanese  ancestry  with  espionage 
and  sabotage.  However,  in  the  case  of  Japanese-Latin 
Americans,  a  second  and  far  more  callous  motive  was 
also  at  work.  The  U.S.  needed  persons  of  Japanese 
ancestry  to  use  in  prisoner  exchanges  with  the  Japan¬ 
ese  government.  Japanese  Latin- Americans  were 
viewed  as  expendable  pawns. 

During  the  war,  more  than  800  Japanese-Latin  Ameri¬ 
cans  were  exchanged  for  U.S.  civilians  held  by  the 
Japanese.  Following  the  war,  an  additional  900  were 
deported  to  Japan,  regardless  of  their  actual  citizen¬ 
ship.  Some  of  those  subjected  to  the  round-up  ulti¬ 
mately  managed  to  return  to  Latin  America.  However, 
many  were  not  accepted  back  by  their  Latin  American 
homelands.  Many  had  had  their  passports  confiscated 
during  the  round-up  process  and  became  stateless. 
Only  about  300  of  the  more  than  2,000  Japanese-Latin 
Americans  abducted  from  their  homelands  remained 
in  the  U.S. 


The  Civil  Liberties  Act  of  1988 

In  1988,  Congress  passed  historic  legislation  to  redress 
the  injustice  done  to  Japanese- Americans.  The  Civil  Lib¬ 
erties  Act  of  1988  provided  an  official  apology  and 
monetary  reparations  to  surviving  internees  and  estab¬ 
lished  a  trust  fund  to  promote  education  about  the 
internment.  These  provisions  reflected  recommenda¬ 
tions  made  by  a  congressional  commission  which  stud¬ 
ied  the  wartime  relocation  and  reported  that  the  intern¬ 
ment  was  militarily  unjustified  and  resulted  from  "race 
prejudice,  war  hysteria  and  a  failure  of  political  leader¬ 
ship."  To  date,  more  than  81,000  Japanese-  Americans 
have  received  the  formal  letter  of  apology  and  pay¬ 
ment  of  $20,000. 

Japanese-Latin  Americans  were  not  included  in  the 
reparations  law,  despite  the  fact  that  they  were  subject¬ 
ed  to  the  same  violation  of  civil  rights  and  even 
interned  in  the  same  camps  as  some  Japanese- Ameri¬ 
cans.  In  a  Kafka-esque  argument,  the  Department  of 
Justice  asserted  that  Japanese-Latin  Americans,  who 
were  removed  from  their  countries  on  orders  from  the 
President  of  the  U.S.  and  brought  to  this  country 
against  their  will  in  U.S.  troop  ships,  were  ineligible  to 
receive  reparations  because  they  had  not  entered  the 
U.S.  legally.  Under  the  1988  Civil  Liberties  Act,  only 
persons  who  were  U.S.  citizens  or  permanent  residents 
at  the  time  of  internment  qualify. 

Redressing  the  Injury  to 
Japanese-Latin  Americans 

Two  years  ago,  a  group  of  Japanese-Latin  Americans 
filed  a  lawsuit  against  the  U.S.  government  in  an  effort 
to  secure  redress.  With  the  1988  Civil  Liberties  Act 
scheduled  to  expire  in  August  1998,  time  did  not  favor 
the  cause  of  the  Japanese-Latin  Americans.  Additional¬ 
ly,  insufficient  money  remained  in  the  fund  established 
by  the  1988  law  to  compensate  each  of  the  surviving, 
eligible  Japanese-Latin  Americans  the  full  $20,000. 

Initially,  the  government  sought  to  have  the  suit  dis¬ 
missed.  Subsequently,  the  Justice  Department  agreed 
to  negotiate.  In  the  early  part  of  June,  a  settlement  was 
reached.  The  settlement  provides  for  a  payment  of 
$5,000  to  each  eligible  claimant  as  well  as  a  presidential 
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Japanese- American  Internees  (continued  from  page  6) 

apology.  As  many  as  1,200  Japanese-Latin  American 
internees  may  still  be  alive. 

Payments  to  Japanese-Latin  Americans  will  be  made 
only  after  payments  to  eligible  Japanese- Americans 
have  been  completed.  However,  Pres.  Clinton  has 
promised  to  work  with  Congress  to  pass  legislation  for 
supplementary  funds,  should  the  money  in  the  exist¬ 
ing  fund  be  insufficient. 


Salary  Hikes  (continued  from  page  8) 

Last  fall,  this  same  105th  Congress  voted  itself  a  2.3% 
cost  of  living  salary  increase.  On  January  1, 1998,  legis¬ 
lators'  salaries  increased  to  $136,700  annually  (about 
$50 /hr  assuming  a  50-i-  hour  work  week,  52 
weeks /yr). 

We  recognize  that  this  is  the  first  raise  in  five  years  for 
members  of  Congress,  most  of  whom  could  command 
higher  salaries  in  the  private  sector.  We  do  not 
begrudge  our  legislators  their  salaries.  We  thank  those 
members  who  also  look  after  the  interests  of  people 
who  labor  long  hours,  often  at  menial  jobs  and  without 
benefits,  and  who  still  struggle  to  keep  their  families 
out  of  poverty.  We  hope  that,  in  the  106th  Congress,  all 
members  will  share  this  concern.  ■ 

The  April  1998  issue  ofFCNL's  Washington  Newsletter 
includes  a  background  article  on  the  minimum  wage  issue. 
The  January  1998  issue  offered  suggestions  for  making  a 
personal  visit  to  a  legislator's  office. 


Attorney  General  Janet  Reno  described  the  WWII  treat¬ 
ment  of  Japanese-Latin  Americans  as  “a  tragic  chapter 
in  the  history  of  our  nation."  “It's  time  to  right  this 
wrong  and  close  the  book,"  she  noted.  FCNL  does  not 
view  the  $5,000  payments  as  adequate  to  right  the 
wrong  that  was  done  to  those  Japanese-Latin  Ameri¬ 
cans  who  lost  so  much  in  this  terrible  episode.  It  is, 
however,  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  ■ 
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A  Gift  Idea  That 
Shows  You  Care 

Give  friends  and  relatives  a  gift  that  brings  a 
monthly  message  of  hope  and  action  for  a 
world  at  peace,  a  just  community,  and  an 
earth  restored.  Send  them  the  monthly  FCNL 
Washington  Newsletter  and  quarterly  Indian 
Report  for  a  year  by  making  a  donation  in 
their  name  to  FCNL.  (These  publications  are 
sent  free  upon  request.  A  donation  of  $35  is 
appreciated!) 

A  card  will  be  sent  to  the  person  informing 
her/him  that  the  newsletters  will  be  coming 
as  a  gift  from  you. 
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THE  FRIEND.S  COMMITTEE  ON 
NATIONAL  LEGISLATION  includes  Friends 
appointed  by  26  Friends  Yearly  Meetings  and  by 
7  other  Friends"  organizations  in  the  United 
States.  Expressions  of  views  in  the  FCNL 
WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER  are  guided  by 
the  Statement  of  Policy,  prepared  and  approved 
by  the  Committee.  Seeking  to  follow  the  leadings 
of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL  speaks  for  itself  and  for 
like-minded  Friends. 

FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER.  1 1 
issues  per  year.  Contributors  include:  Florence 
Kinball.  Ned  Stowe,  and  Joe  Volk. 

Donors  to  FCNL  or  FCNL  Education  Fund 
receive  the  Newsletter  and  other  occasional  mail¬ 
ings. Also  available  in  microform  from  University 
Microfilms  International.  ."JIX)  North  Zeeb  Road. 
Dept.  P.R..  Ann  Arbor.  MI  48106 

Available  in  large  print  or  tape  recordings. 


Salary  Hikes  and  the  105th  Congress 


Efforts  to  raise  the  minimum  wage  during  this  session 
of  Congress  appear  to  have  come  to  the  end  of  the 
road.  Legislation  introduced  by  Sen.  Kennedy  (MA) 
and  Rep.  Bonior  (MI)  was  blocked  in  both  houses  by 
the  committees  with  jurisdiction.  Ultimately,  Sen. 
Kennedy  wms  able  to  take  advantage  of  procedural 
rules  in  the  Senate  to  offer  the  minimum  wage  bill  as 
an  amendment  to  the  Republican  leadership-spon¬ 
sored  bankruptcy  reform  bill. 

The  amendment  was  defeated  by  a  vote  of  55-44.  (The 
vote  was  on  a  motion  to  table,  so  an  "aye"  vote  was 
against  the  amendment.)  The  vote  was  almost  strictly 
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You  Can  Help 

IIIMIIIIIIII 

The  minimum  wage  issue  will  be 
waiting  when  the  106th  Congress  takes  • 

office.  Between  now  and  January,  it  is  vital  that  the 
visibility  of  this  issue  be  kept  up. 

Contact  your  legislators  (both  newly-elected  and 
returning).  Write  or  talk  with  them  about  the 
importance  of  raising  the  minimum  wage.  The  fall 
recess  is  an  ideal  time  for  an  appointment  in  the 
home  district. 

Write  a  letter  to  the  editor  of  your  local  paper.  If 
your  senator  or  representative  took  a  public  posi¬ 
tion  on  the  minimum  wage  bills  during  the  current 
session  (e.g.  co-sponsored  a  bill  or  voted  on  the 
Kennedy  amendment),  mention  your  legislator's 
name  and  position  (for  or  against  a  minimum 
wage  increase). 


along  party  lines  with  only  two  Republicans,  Sens. 

D' Amato  (NY)  and  Specter  (PA)  joining  42  Democrats 
to  support  the  minimum  wage  increase.  Two  Democ¬ 
rats,  Sens.  Graham  (FL)  and  Hollings  (SC),  opposed  the 
bill.  Sen.  Glenn  (OH)  did  not  vote.  Several  Republican 
senators  who  are  generally  considered  to  be  "moder¬ 
ates"  voted  against  the  bill  after  indicating  concern  that 
attachment  of  the  minimum  wage  issue  to  the  bank¬ 
ruptcy  bill  could  result  in  defeat  of  the  latter. 

The  Kennedy- Bonior  proposal  was  modest.  It  would 
have  increased  the  minimum  wage  from  $5.15  to 
$6.15/hour  over  two  years,  beginning  in  1999.  These 
raises  were  designed  to  continue  the  effort  begun  in 
October  1996  to  restore  to  the  minimum  wage  some  of 
the  purchasing  power  lost  through  the  1980s.  Without 
any  increase,  at  current  inflation  rates,  the  existing 
minimum  wage  will  be  worth  only  $4.66/hr  in  2001, 
compared  to  its  value  of  about  $6.00/hr  during  the 
1960s  and  70s  (all  in  constant  1997  dollars). 

(continued  on  page  7) 


Reprinting  Washington  Newsletter  Items 

We  encourage  our  readers  to  copy  and  distribute  items 
from  FCNL's  Washington  Neivslcttcr.  When  doing  so, 
please  include  the  following  credit: 

"Reprinted  from  the  Washington  Nezoslettcr,  tissue  #, 
month  and  year]  published  by  the  Friends  Committee 
on  National  Legislation." 

We  would  very  much  appreciate  your  sending  us  a 
copy  with  a  brief  note  indicating  how /where  the  item 
was  used  and  the  approximate  numbers  of  copies 
distributed. 
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